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Applicant(s) 

WIGHTMAN ET AL. 



Examiner Art Unit 

Jennifer A Boyd 1 771 

-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 06 October 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Sfi r rS^i^ rthe H aC o? n 4 y D ^ e ,^ plicant is required t0 avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
Sitffiron nder 37 9^ R V 1 13 i m , ay ^ be either: < 1 > a timelv filed amendment which places the appSon in 

SSSE& Sc^^ (with appeal fee): or (3) a time,y ?iled R ^ for Continued 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later In no 

™ v ^Z'H? ! he StatU,0ry period for re P'y ex P ire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

zS/Jf) BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

hav, ^tZ S °!h im H T7 bS ° btained fH* 37 CFR 1 136(a) - The date ° n Which the P etition under 37 CFR 1136 ( a ) «d the appropriate extension fee 
sTcFrT 1 Sw^Lf t^ r f PUrP Mw h ° f deterr ?' nin , 9 thC f ri ° d ° f eX,enSi ° n and *» C ^P^ amount of the fee. The appropriate extenlnZ under 
Z Ill 'l ^ I s * T' { th ° e *P™ bon date ° f the sh °^«d statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action- or (2) as set forth in 

!□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. H The proposed amehdment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) M they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or M 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of. finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 

3. Q Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4D cSS:ss — would be allowable if submitted in a separate - time,y fiied amendment 

5.S The a)D affidavit b)D exhibit, or cM request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D Other: 
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&T7« nSh " ,<PTOL " 3 ' >31 App,ic*io„No. 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: the proposed amendment would require an additional search/consideration for the newly added limitation of 
at least some woodpulp fibers. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: it does not overcome the outstanding rejections 
n response to Applicant's proposed amendment for claims 25, 30 and 39, the Examiner does not find support for such an amendment in 
the Specification Please provide the line and page number in the Specification which provides support for the proposed amendment In 
response to Applicant s arguments that the language of "wherein the web material exhibits lower cross direction wet expansion than a 
similar web material comprising only the same cellulosic fibers" is not indefinite, the Examiner respectfully argues the contrary In claims 
IJL, 29 and 34, the Applicant only claims a nonwoven web comprising cellulosic fibers and synthetic fibers, but compares the cross 
direction wet expansion value to a web comprising only cellulosic fibers. The Office is not equipped to do physical testing of the products 
in the invention and of the prior art, therefore, it is highly suggested that the Applicant provide a quantitative amount for the cross 
direction wet expansion rather than comparing it qualitatively. In response to Applicant's argument that Rose requires that the 
constituent fibers exhibit uniform formation and absorbency characteristics and Ito does not teach synthetic fibers meeting Rose's 
-absorbency requirement, the Examiner argues that the Applicant's arguments do not suffice as evidence. The Examiner highly suggests 
to the Applicant to submit a 37 CFR 1.132 Declaration to establish absorbency properties of the fibers of Ito and Rose Additionally it 
would have been obvious to optimize the amount of synthetic fibers as a matter of routine experimentation If the amount of fibers 
claimed is an unexpected result, the Examiner highly suggests the Applicant to submit a 37 C.F.R. 1.132 Declaration to support such 
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